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Fig. 2. Variation of groundwater pressure during
Pumping-Recovery test.
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Fig. 3. Variation of groundwater level in K-3

borehole during Pumping-Recovery Test.
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Fig. 4. Variation of groundwater level in DB1-3

borehole during Pumping-Recovery Test.
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Fig. 5. Variation of groundwater level in MB2-4
borehole during Pumping-Recovery Test.
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Table 1. Hydralic conductivity in fracture

T (m?/sec)
Theis Papgggg:rlos— Cooper-Jacob
K-3 1.809E-05 1.437E-05 1.704E-05
DB1-3 1.319E-05 1.292E-05 1.429E-05
MB2-4 1.026E-04 9.840E-05 1.326E-04
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